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The Doctrine of Karman.

Therefore, if it is a result for us, it can only
be the result of acts done in a former life. You
see that the previous, nay the eternal existence
of individual souls is taken for granted, as it
seems to be likewise in certain passages of the
New Testament (St. John ix). But whatever we
may think of the premisses on which this theory
rests, its influence on human character has been
marvellous. If a man feels that what, without
any fault of his own, he suffers in this life can
only be the result of some of his own former
acts, he will bear his sufferings with more resig-
nation, like a debtor who is paying off an old
debt. And if he knows besides that in this life
he may by suffering not only pay off his old
debts, but actually lay by moral capital for the
future, he has a motive for goodness, which is
not more selfish than it ought to be. The belief
that no act, whether good or bad, 'can be lost,
is only the same belief in the moral world which
our belief in the preservation of force is in the
physical world. Nothing can be lost. But while